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this claim, and Mr. Buchanan so instructed j
Mr. Slidell and Mr. Trist. The United !
States Government, by its convention in
1838 with Texas, acknowledged its title to
what it claimed by recognizing so much ol
that claim as related to the former western
boundary between herself and Mexico. She
received Texas into the Union with a known
and declared claim to the whole of the Rio
Grande as her western limit, and from that
moment became bound to relinquish that territoryto Texas in the event that she should
make it good against Mexico. She was

thus bound, because she then became the
agent through whom alone the rights and
claims of Texas could be maintained as

agaipst a foreign power. Our. President,
Mr. Polk, in reply to the Governor of Texas,
acknowledged the right of Texas to the
country, and excused his military possession
on account of the necessities of war. A man
was made a part of the treaty of peace with
Mexico, and that map recognized the Rio

' Grande as the western boundary of Texas.
In every way in which it could be done, the
title of Texas has been recognized by ourjGovernment. Especially did this Governmentrecognize it in the declaration of war

with Mexico. We justified that war upon
the ground that Texas had claimed, and
justly claimed, this territory on the Rio
Grande. It was said that American blood
had been shed upon American soil; and
it it was, then Texas had as good a claim at
the source of the Rio Grande as at the
mouth. It is true, she did not enjoy the
actual possession, the " pedis positio" any
where along that line, but it was upon her
claim to this that we justified the war with
Mexico. And can we turn about now, and
set up the claim of Mexico against Texas?
Can we acknowledge before the world that
we entered into this war without good cause,
and attempted to justify it by a falsehood ?
Can we thus recall our own admissions, our

own recorded acknowledgments of the title
of Texas, in the hope of gaining some advantageby it? What has our own Supreme
Court decided*in a similar instance ? What
is the dictum of JuJge Marshall in relation

# to this very question? He says in the case
of Porter &. Elam vs. Neilson, 2 Peters,
309:

" After these nets of sovereign power over
the territory in dispute, asserting the American
construction of the treaty by which the Governmentcinims it, to maintain the opposite constructionin its own courts would certainly be an

anomaly in the history and practice of nations.
If those departments which are entrusted with
the foreign intercourse of the nation, which assertand maintain its interest against foreign
Powers, have unequivocally asserted its right of
dominion over a country of which it is in possession,and which it claims under a treaty; if
the Legislature has acted on the construction
thus asscrtod^it is not in its courts that this constructionis to be denied "

But, sir, it is said that the United States is
not to be precluded, on account of being the
agent in making this acquisition for Texas, becauseit is the agent for the other States also,
and Texas would thus get a larger share than
..U» Hf«n 4^ T* 4~ l._ 1 J
BUC WOO UlKILItM IU. II IB IU lit' ri'IMCiliJ OlTtftl
that if Texns gets more than other States, she
risked more. Mexico claimed the whole of
Texas to the Sabine. Suppose the eases had
been reversed.that Mexico had beon strong
and we weak, and Ave had gone into such a

quarrel. It might have resulted that Texas
would have lost all. And if, on the other hand,
Texus having staked more, she gains more, is it
not a fair compensation for that risk ?

But I hold that we are precluded by our ouA
acts from disputing the authority of Texas now,
and I hold tliat it is always the wisest and the
best course, where there is a dispute as to boundarybetween this Government and a State,
unless the case be one of flagrant wrong, for
the Government to yield to the State; for there
is no common arbiter between them, and I protestagains the doctrine that the Supreme Court
can try a title between a sovereign State und the
Confederacy. There is no common arbiter,
and no way to settle it except by some mode
agreed upon between the parties. It would bo
far wiser and more prudent, in such instances,
for the United States to yield and give up the
territory. But, sir, in this ease the United States
is forccid by her own avowals, bv her own committals,to admit the right of Texns, and how
would she stand on the page of history if she
were to be presented as in one breath disputing
the title of Texas, huckstering to lower her demands,and then offering money to purchase this
title ? Sir, such a precedent as that would have
an unseemly appearance upon the records of a

great nation. But we are told that the people
there are reluctant to live under the government
of Texas, and that we should have difficulties
from that sourse. There is more"than one mode
of escaping that difficulty, without ceding away
one hundred and twenty thousand square miles
of land belonging to Texas. But is there in
poiut of fact, any reason to believe that the peoplewould not be satisfied under the government
of Texas? If it had been asserted by every
body, in all the departments of the Governments,
that tlm title of Texas was good, is there not
sufficient reason to suppose that the people would
have been reconciled to it. There may have
bjen, pcrhnps, some ambitious aspirants tor officethere, who wished either to sustain themselvesin, or to secure office who would have
been dissatisfied; but I believe the main body of
the people would have been contented. Now,
it seems to me there are two ways of settling
this question without the opposition of the inhabitants.In one way the booth will retain the
power and importance to which it is entitled, if
lave states are made out of the whole of Texas: in the other mode they may, and perhaps

will lose this opportunity for increasing their
political importance. 1 believe that the territoryof Texas furnishes the only means bywhich tho South can probably increase in politicalpower, and I believe she is bound by every
consideration of prudence, of self protection,
and self-defence, to hold on to all the political
power she ltas. In the other way it is to be
settled, and settled peaceably, 1 acknowledge,
but by taking from the South this and the only
chance which she lias for increasing her weight
In the Confederacy.

But, Mr. President, we are told the South
ought to take this because it is the best thing
they can do. because it affords at least the chance
of escaping insult. I say, with respect to that
argument, that it would apply as well to the
Wiluaot proviso as to this or any other measure,
because it implies that we arc to submit whenevera measure is desired by the majority who
have the power. But they arc not content that
the measure should be passed by those who
alone take its benefits; we must aid in its passage,although we tike nothing by thp bill; because,otherwise, the plan called the Executive
plan might be carried into execution. In inyopiniou, both plans are wrong. According to
l»oth, you admit California ;i* a State with the
limits which she claims, and thus offer a great
outrage to the South. According to both plans,
y ru escape the insult of the YVilmot proviso;
out the Executive plan has tho greater merit of
pN>posing no transfer of territory from tho jurisdictionof Texas. There is, however, a great
and decisive difference between them, so far as
I am concerned. If the Executive plan goes
into operation, it does so against iny vote; but
for the plan of the committee 1 am asked to vote,
and become responsible. I am thus asked to
aid in establishing the precedent by which the
South, in my opinion, is to be so mueh injured,
* id thus give my bond not only to make no
« miplaint of this injustice which is done me, but
lo submit for the future to any similar violation
of my rights. Sir, I cannot do it; there' is no

difference between them which would justify ire
in voting- for either. I am against both ; I will
institute no comparison between them. Sir, I
recollect that old Hollinhed, speaking of the
IjOW Countries, says that, between the Spanish
Government and the l'opish Inquisition, they
were like spice between tne pestle and the mortar.I think that? between the plan of the Committeeof Thirteen and thatdf the Executive, the
South may truly be said td be like spice 1>etweenthe jiestle and the niortar ; for, between
the action of the one and the non-action of the
other, it is likely to be ground into dust and
powder.

If 1 have been right in my examination of the
arguments in favor of this bill, there is but little
left of them except the appeal to the friends of
pence to pans it as a measure of peace. As I
said before, I see no hope for peace from the
passage of any such measure; it reverses the
order in which we should proceed to attain that
object; it proposes to put an end to the contest
by making the weak weaker and the strong
stronger. If it be the purpose to obtain ©#aee
by forcing the weak to surrender unconditionallyto the strong, theu, sir, this is the method ;
but if we mean to preserve not only the peace
of the confederacy, but the rights of all who
compose it, then we ought to strengthen the
weak and weaken the strong, so fur at least as

this contest is concerned.
Air. President, I believe it is useless to give

rights under any system of government unless
you also give power to defend them. If the interestis small, the temptation to attack is
small, and it requires but little to defend it; but
if the interest bo great, then the reverse of all
this is true. Every interest, great or small, in
a government, ought if possible to be guarded
by power enough to enable it to aiford us strong
temptations to leuve it at peace as can be fur|nisljjpl by any motive for attacking it No man
can weigli or measure these things with mathe!matical precision; but sir, I think I hazard nothing,itl'the judgment of any impartial person, in
saying'that the power of the South ought to be
increased and not diminished at the present periodof our existence. I do not say that an actualequilibrium between the power of the free
and the slave States is necessary to secure the
continuance and harmony of the Union. I do
not ask for any change of the Constitution ; hut
I do express the opinion that it would be bettor
for nil parties, for the peace and the happiness
of the whole, if somewhere in our Government
there was an equilibrium of power between these
great antagonist interests of our social system.
But, whilst I believe this would be better, I do
not Hay that it is necessiuv, but I do think that
it is essential for the happiness and perhaps the
union of the States that all the constitutional
avenues to political power should be kept open
to the South, and that any accession of strength
to hor would be a positive benefit to the interestsof pence and union. I have 110 hope ofeon-
vuicmg any Northern man ot the truth ot this
opinion : perhaps neither he nor I could recognizethe other as an impartial judge upon this
question; and yet such, I think, would he my
conviction if I were a Northern num. I do believethat whatever increases the strength of the
South, whether by positive additions of power
through constitutional means, or done by party
organization, is so much gained for the cause of
peace and union, and those who desire to pursue
those ends should encourage and not discredit
the efforts which are made to unite Soutliorn
votes and efforts in the defence of Southern
rights. Give her in some mode the power to
protect herself, and if wo cannot always k ».".p
the peace we may long continue to t . iicliief.
Mr. President, I have no hope or belief that

we can do any thing here which will keep down
all agitation upon this disturbing question. This
results from the contests between the two grout
antagonist elements of our social system, the
slnveliolding and non-slaveliolding interests.
Here are the forces whose opposition results
from the nature of our system, and that oppositiondeveloped itself at the formation of our
Government. Like the Hebrew twins, they came
into the world with the heel of the one in the
hand of the other, as an emblem and omen of
the perjHjtual strife which was to exist between
them. These, sir, are contests which we cannoteffectually quiet; heats, collisions will grow
out of them; hut if we were wise, we might
prevent very serious mischiefs to which they may
lead. This would he effected by increasing the
vis mcdicatfix nahvrte, the self-restoring principleof the system, which, after all, must depend
upon a proper distribution of power between
the parts. What rational fear can exist to justifyan opposition to permitting the South to
enjoy whatever addition of political power may
be open to her through constitutional means?
That the non-slaveholding States now possess
the larger share of power, and must continue to
increase their relative proportion, is manifest to
all. If the interests of peace and union would
he increased by adding something to the strength
of the weaker party, why should not every
American who is friendly to those objects he
willing to use the means necessary for that purpose? YVhut is there in the political, industrial,
or social position of the South to justify any
opposition to her possession of a fair share of
power in our political system ? That her politicalaction has been conservative hitherto, is attested,I think, by the whole course of our p;ist
history. In an industrial point of view, she undoubtedlypossesses the largest single producing
interest of the Union. In the product of cotton
she stands without a rival; and upon that productdepend the subsistence nnd employment of
almost as many persons out of the slave States
as within them. Is it not a matter of deep interestto the Northern capitalists and manufaturcrs.the Northern ship-owners, mariners, and
merchants.nav, to the whole world, that this
vast productions should be protected from assaults,and permitted to proceed in peace ? And
what is therein the social condition of the South
to justify a fear on the part of any man at the
idea of allowing that population a fair share of
political power? In what other portion of the
Union do we find a rural population so complete
in all the elements of strength and allegiance?
And does not history teach that a country
population is the safest depository of political
power? I do not profess to know much of
Northern habits, or the structure of Northern
society, but I am told that the man who wins
wealth or station there removes to the town to
enjoy it. In the South the reverse is the case;
the man who wins wealth there will buy a farm
if he can, nnd move to the country to enjoy it.
The North grows far more relatively in the town,
and the South in the country population. The
one represents, perhaps, more of the elements
of progress, mid possesses a more energetic
social organization, but the other has more of
stability, nnd moves with a firmer and more assuredstrength. Both elements are necessary to
complete the structure of society, and neither
should desnise the other.

Mr. President, I have been nt pains to point
out what seemed to me the true path to public
peace and social prosperity, because I fear tluit
every step which we hike in the direction of
what is called the compromise hill, is a de|mrture
from the road to quiet, and safety. What sort
of a compromise is that which a majority of the
rtronger party.' moan the North.vote against
and repudiate ? How can it bind them ? Whom
amongst the agitators upon this question are

we to conciliate by the adoption of such a

measure ? The fjrst class of agitators is comiposed of those who believe that slavery is a sin
which thev owe to earth and heaven to eradicate.
They hold this (some of them) to be a duty
higher than the obligations of constitutions or
compacts, and agitato everv where, through the
press, the church, public assemblies of every description,to make the institution odious, danger.ous, disagreeable, detestable. Others amongstthem admit the obligations of the Constitution,but searc h for every opening through which they
may discharge their weapons nt the institution
upon which they are warring. These constitute
a large and formidable body. Will they be iniduced to desist from their purposes by the pasjsage of such a bill as this ' On the contrary,

I will they not be stimulated by success, and re-

gard this as a cheap and easy victory ? Will
they not day " behold what we have already accomplished,and how ruuch success attend us?
The Mouth no longer dares to demand the Missouricompromise; slui Aires not insist upon a

division of the territory, but uhandons it ail to
escape the inault of u restriction which her surrendermakes mmoccssn.iv. Our anti-slavery
petitions are no longer denied aeonsideration in
Congress ; they are not only received, but are

producing their fruits. Already is Congress actingupon the subject of the slave-trade in the
District of Columbia. Have we not already met
with success enough in our past efforts to stimulateus for the future ?

But there is another class of agitators upon
this subject. They may Ixj denominated as
......... n t' tno f! sut tlinir OAnuiut man
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who understand the power of a third party, organizedupon an idea stronger than the ties of
parties, merely political. They attach themselvesto it to obtain its aid in advancing themselvesin the church, in society, und in the Hfcate.
Will any of these bo deterred from an agitation
hostile to slavery by the adoption of this scheme?
Surely not.

But there is yet a third class of agitators, more
numerous and occasionally more dangerous
than both of the others. I mean those wno agitatefor political purposes, without any particuhirfeeling upon the subject of slavery, either
the one way or the other. But they represent
wiiat may be called the capitalist interest in
society, and they regard the Southern power as

hostile to their schemes. The Southern propritorrepresents labor, and it is his interest that
the wages of labor should be high. In all the
wars between labor and capital he is therefore
the defender of the former. Upon the subject
of banks, tariffs, and in all the schemes by which
Government is invoked to give capital an indirectadvantage over labor, Southern influence
lias been felt, and often fatally felt, by the former.
For this reason the Northern capitalist lias
shown himself hostile to ever)' increase of
political weight in the Confederacy on the part
of the South. Upon that question he is consistentand undeviating. He never fails to oppose
any measure which could increase in the least
degree the relative power of the South in the
Confederacy, because he regards that power as
hostile to him. Upon the mere subject of slavery,his agitation is occasional and not steady.
He agitates for other purposes, and not from any
hostility to the institution. He will agitate
whenever there is a question of extending Southernpower to get up a feeling at homo which
otherwise might not bo directed agumst such an
extension. lie also agitates sometimes for the
same reason which used to induce France, when
at war with the English, to stir up their Scotch
neighbors, to produce a division at home. If
Southern intluence is about to become danger*
ouh to his schemes of protection or assistance,
he is then willing to give thcin trouble at home,
to ahum them if possible so deeply as t« deter
them from attending to his measures, or to preventthem from opposing him to get peace at
home. Upon this subject, sir, history lias somethingto say. It was not until it became evident
that the protective system was reeling under
the blows of the South, driven as it was almost
to madness and desperation, that the luiti-slavery
war assumed its most dangerous form. If the
tariff was to fall before Southern agitation, then
slaverj*, the great Southern interest, must t<*ter
under Northern agitation, and upon that institutionblow after blow has fallen, until we have
reached our present condition.
How often have we heard certain Northern

Senators adverting in bitterness of spirit to the
fact that the votes of the Texan Senators passed
the tariff act of 1846 ? Who does not see that
this feeling has much to do with the determinationto exclude the South from every foot of
territory acquired from Mexico ? Sir, we have
already heard more than obscure intimations
that the true grounds of compromises were betweenthe slavery and protection interests. But
the Senator from Massachusetts, in speaking of
the ambitious spirit of the cotton interest, forgot
to say that there were two classes of the cotton
interest, the one in the free, the other in the
slave Stotes, with opposite views, in some respects,and the former, as I think, far more aggressivethan the latter. If Mississippi has her
cotton planter and slave owner. Massachusetts
has her cotton lord, whose capital is engaged in
manufacturing that fabric; operatives depending
upon that employment for subsistence, and ships,
and mariners, and merchants largely engaged in
the transportation and exchanges of that raw
material and its fabrics. But, as I said before,
the cotton interest North has in some respects
different views from the cotton interest South.
The firt desire to make slave labor low, and cotton
abundant and cheap; the latter desire to make
their labor high, and to raise the price of cotton.
The former wish to confine all the slave labor,
therefore, to the cotton lands: the latter have a

deep interest in extending it to other employments,and over a larger surface. In this differenceof feeling and interest is to be found, perhaps,one of the bitterest elements in the present
strife. If slave labor had been permitted to be
employed in California, there is every reason to
believe that it would have*gone there to a great
extent. We have the evidence of a member of
their convention, quoted by my colleague, who
measured the value of a vear's labor of a slave
in thousands of dollars.
We know too, that in nil times mining seems

to have been tho employment peculiarly fitted
for slaves. It was carried on by Indian slaves
before the Spaniards came, and it was to relieve
them that African slavery was introduced. So
soon as the mines had fallen into private hands,
slaves would have been employed in them, had
the Government permitted it. They would have
gone probably, in great numbers from Maryhind.\ irginia, and North Carolina. Why should
any Northern philanthropist object toil ! Was
it not better, if slavery was such an evil, to relievethe old States from it, and sent it to va->
cant terrilory ? In that point of view, yes, but
in another far worse. It would have raised the
price of slaves, of slave labor, anil of cotton.
It would have diverted a great deal of that sort
of labor from the production of cotton.. The
general belief is, whether correct or not I do
not say,that slaves will leave the grain-producingStates in the course of time. To concentratethein in tho cotton States must, for a long
time, be regarded as a valuable object to those
who desire to see cotton abundant and cheap,
Now, unless this bill should give these persons
all the territory, and all the power in dispute,
how is its passage to satisfy them ? And if those
arc the terms on which alone they can lie quieted,
how is the South to he satisfied by it ? Mr.
President, I acknowledge that this class of agitatorssometimes pause in their work ; I own
that it would L'ive a period of comparative, quiet
if they could oc detached from the others, and
that tlie war is fiercest and most dangerous
when all of these forces are united. But, sir, 1
do not believe that this bill, much as it concedes
to them, would satisfy them ; they have further
purposes in view, and will go on until theyeither reduce the South to unconditional submission,or find that it is impossible to do so.

I fear, sir, that this hill, instead of opposing
new obstacles to the lllflreh of t.lie nrrrrr»>H«ive

§spirit which wars upon the institutions of the
South, is Removing from its wny sonic of those
which ulready exist I have indicated what I believeto be the path of jience, not from any hope
that it would be pursued, but because 1 believe
it due to the troth to do so. I know, sir, that
what I have said will have no etiect in turning
the purpose which is formed. I shall probablybe denounced, as others have been, for even
looking too closely in the face a proposition
which bore the name of compromise. To such
denunciations I am generally almost indifferent.
I know for whirt pupeses, nnd by whom, a war
of epithets is usually waged. The very dcclaraitlon of such a war, in the general, is evidence
either that the weapons of reason are few in the
armory of those who wage it, or else that the
arm Is wanting which is strong enough to draw
the bow of (Jlvsaes. But, averse as I am to noticesuch idle missiles in the general, yet npon
the present occasion, when the public mind is so

sensitive, it is possible tluit there may be persons

who «*ro distrustful, and ought to l>e relieved
upon this subject. So far as 1 am concerned, I
am unwilling tint any huneet man, or sensitive
woman, or inquiring child, should believe that I
was capable of conceiving any purjK.se against
thia Union, and would not make any reasonablesacrifice to maintain it. I believe, Mr. President,that J have voted for everything which
bore the semblance of a fair compromise, upon
the subject of slavery, since 1 have been in Congress.I voted for the Clayton Comj.roinise; I
voted for the scheme offered by the Senator
from Wisconsin ; I have vottal for the Missouri
Compromise; I would vote for it now, if offeredaccording to its true sj.irit and effect. 1 do
not vote for this scheme, sir, because I do not
regard it as a compromise; i took upon it as a

surrender on the part of the South. I do not
believe tliat it woulu eitlier give |»eaee or do
justice. I um called upon to vote for the admissionof California, with an anti-slavery constitution,which was not the result, as I believe, of
natural causes, or the spontaneous movement of
her (Hjople, but of the action, direct and indirect,
of the General Government, which has at last
reached this epd, through more than one breach
in the constitution which nave it being. With
these opinions, how can I vote for such a bill?
How could I do it witu a decent degree of respectto the resolutions of my State ? Whnt is
the meaning of the denunciation of the Wilmot
Proviso, and "kindred measures," if sueh a

course of measures us brought California here
petitioning to l»o received as a State is not to be
included in that denunciation? But I will not
repeat my objections to the measure.

Mr. President, I have not been loud in my
professions of uttaehment to this Union, because
1 was not aware that 1 had done any thing to
bring that attachment, into question. I have had
also another reason for this forbearance: I have
thought, sometimes, that these professions were
used to cover and cloak unworthy submissions
to power and improper surrenders of right, and
I did not choose to incur such a suspicion. But,
at the same time, I believe I have shown by my
past course that I would do any thing reasonableand projier to preserve it. I believe my presentcourse tends to produce the same result;
for 1 am defending not only what I deem to be
the just rights of the South, but the Constitution
of the United States, as I understand that instrument.And if the time shall ever come when
it shall he treason to the Union to demand justicefur the South, then the days of this Union
will be numbered. On the contrary, I believe
1 strengthen it by what I do to promote justice,
and to sustain and defend the Constitution.

Sir, I have not been in the habit of consideringthe Union as in danger. I have looked upon
disunion as a thing scarcely possible to occur.
It may have been a superstition, but it has seemed
to mo mat tnere was so mucn ot Human destiny,
so much of human hope staked upon this experimentof ours, that 1 could not bolieve the kind
Providence whose sustaining hund has been so
manifest in our past history, would permit it to fail.
Sir, we have already achieved so much, that our

growth and success must be accounted as a

marvel, and almost a mystery ; for known causes
will scarcely account for it. And Htill our progressis forward and onward, stimulated by every
motive which can awaken hope or fire enthusiasmin the human breast. Vast associated interestsmarch together in that grand procession,
and these interests contain all the elements of
human grandeur and prosperity. The bonds of
brotherly love are not yet broken ; the cords of
kindly feeling have not fretted asunder. We
have our traditions, too.traditions of trial and
of glory, to which we cling with pride and with
fondness. They do not extend, like those of
older nations, into the remoter regions of fable
or of old, but they already begin to grow faint
in the distance, and shed their dim religious light
upon the path over which we have passed.
When we looked to the future, to the prospect
before us, the imagination pauses to measure its
strength for the tlight which is before it.

Mr. President, .vnnt more enviable position
can any man occupy than one from which he
may look backward with so much of pride, and
forward with so much of hope ? Is it to be supposedthat any sane man would wantonly sacrificeit or abandon it, except under a sence of the
sternest necessity ? But, sir, we will sacrifice it
inevitably, if we forget that the order and peace
of this grand possession depend upon the mutualaffections of its members: that these mutualaffections depend upon justice and fair dealingto each other; and the bond of our pence is
broken, the covenant of our liberties dissolved,
and the chart of our progress destroyed, when
we set aside the Conetitution of the United
States. That man ought not to be rebuked who
steps forward to defend this instrument, with
even a too eager zeal, for his is a pious work, a

holy zeal, and, if erring, he errs on the rightside. Such a man deserves the respect of everyhonest man, and of every lover of well-regulatedliberty. It is to defend this saered instrument
in my poor way that I stand hero to-day. I
should be insensible to the highest duty of patriotismif I were unwilling to fall here tomorrow,
if by so doing I could perpetuate this covenant
to my countrymen, not in its letter merely, but
a inits spirit and truth. Sir, I will stand bv the
Constitution, by the Union which is prescribed
in that Constitution, but I cannot vote for this
bill upon any considerations which as yet have
been presented to me.

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts
admonished us the other day that the fate of
this bill might be in the hands of the South: and
lie seemed to think that we wero incurring a
a deep responsibility, and running the hazard of
mnch reproach, if we did not come forward and
sustain it. Sir, I risk why should the South
sustain it more than the North ? The North has
a majority of votes upon this lloor. And has
the North 110 interest in peace and union 1 Are
these considerations only for the South ? Why,
then, when this bill gives every thing to the
North, does not the North come forward and vote
for it ? Why ask us to support a bill in which
the North gets every thing, as the Senator from
Massachusetts distinctly asserts ? Why ask us
to help to establish a precedent by which our
righis are sacrifled, and thus give our bond, byaidingthe work, to make no complaint of this
outrage, or of any similar wrong which may be
inflicted 011 us hereafter ?

Sir, if you take the most distinguished advocatesof this bill, t|iey all tell yon the same story.Ask the Senator from Kentucky if lie believes,
after this hill passes, that yon can carry a slave
into these Territories, and he will tell you "no."
Ask the Senator from Michigan, ask the Senator
from Massachusetts, and they will both replyinthe same language. And yet, in the verybreath in which this exposition is given of the
hill, it is demanded of us why we do not come
forward and sustain it ? If it be true that this
bill does give up every thing that we contend
for in relation to these Territories, aro wc not
more deeply wounded in being asked thus to
inflict an injury upon ourselves, and to participatein the perpetration of a wrong upon our
own section, than it another, strong in his superiorforce or power, wantonly offers us an insult.

Sir, so fur as insult is concerned, if that hill
is to have the effect in regard to the South which
I believe it will have, I do not see how wo can

escape from insult by sustaining it If the North
is to have the benefit, then let the North pass
the bill by her own votes.
But the Senator from Massachusetts says we

ought to be cautious how we net, because wo
are in a strange company, in company with men
with whom we have never acted before. Sir,
when I hear his speeches, and the speeches of
some to whom he refers, 1 must own that I
would rather he tkund in his company than
theirs. But when we come to action, and I find
them aiding the South to defeat a bill by which,
according to the Senator's own admission, she
loses nil chance for the territory in dispute,
whilst he is doing his best to pass it, T am eonstrainedby a sense of justice to admit that when
we come to deeds their company is bettor than
his. 1 believe, sir, the ease is one put in the
Scripture of the two men, one of whom said ho
wonid do it, but did it not, whilst the other said
he would not do it, but did it; and the Scripture
judgment I think is in favor of the deea and

lupunat the word. But by way of relieving the t
Senator from Massachusetts of ul! apprehension
auto any permanent association of this o#*ytassorted company, i beg !ea\o to assure him
thnt we have never met together in caucus yet,
nor Iwve we adopted a common seal. If lie
wishes, however, to see the association broken
up, and the. old work of opposition going on betweenus, let lihii defeat the bill, and lie will then
not only gratify these desires, but himself have
the pleasure of that company which he so much
grudges us.

But, sir, is this a proper manner in which to
treat so grave and important a subject as that
which we are, now considering ? Do we stop on
sueli an occasion to enquire who is voting with
us and w ho against us ! No, sir ; no. There
are higher questions involved than that of those
wim whom we ure acting to-day or Mtmll act tomorrow,higher questions than those of the |>oi>ularityor position of this or of that mail. Uponthese questions depend the peace, tlie h:ip(>iness
.I will not say the union.of the country.
Sir, peace and happiness are stakes high enough
to enlist the attention of every statesman.
They are objects which should induce us all to
pause before we act, and to consider what mighty
consequences may follow from a mistaken
course. Sir, I believe in my conscience that, if
this bill were to pass, it would be the worst
movement and the worst augur}*, so far ns this
Union is concerned, that I have ever seen since
1 have been engaged in public life.

From tlu Charleston Courier.
Gentlemen :.You will oblige me by giving

place in your columns to a "Report" of ihe
speech delivered at Hibernian Hall on the 21»t
of June last. This speech, almost entirely unpremeditated,was spoken to my fellow-citizens of
Charleston, communing freely with them as to
their public affairs. It was meant for no wider
sphere of communication. In laying it now beforethe minds of others, for reason which must
be apparent to all, my aim in this report has been
to expose fairly the positions I took, and the sentimentsI uttered, with the leading arguments I
offered in their support. Sickness and engagements
have prevented me from sooner preparing it, und
have probably contributed also to any little inaccuraciesit may contain.

Relieve me, gentlemen,
Your most obedient servant,

R. HARNWELL RHETT.

Speech of Hon. R. B. Rhett,
delivered at hibernian hall, in the city of

c harleston, june 21, 1N50.

Fellow Citizf.ns:.I thank you for the frank
and cordial reception, you.have given me this
night; iuid 1 propose to evince uiy gratitude in the
only way in my power, by laying before you a
free and truthful exposition of my opinions on
the grave matters which have assembled us together.The time has arrived when it becomes
uie people of tltf Southern States no longer to deprecate,but to face, with unblenching front, the
dangers which surround them ; whilst from their
public servants they should demand all the aid
they are capable of imparting, to enlighten their
councils ana guide their determinations. Without
reserve or fear, I propose to speak to you tonight.

I fully assent to all which your immediate representativehas said, and so well said, with respect
to the Nashville Convention. We assembled
under the frown of the whole South.and of the
partisans of all parties in the South, which looked
to the North for affiliation and support. That
sympathy which was given man, by a kind Providence,to daunt and? baffle oppression, by leadingus to the side of the suffering and oppressed,
we found, near our own homes, perverted against
us; and whilst hushed in its arraignments of the
North.loud in its denunciations of all those in
the South, who looked beyond oppression for redress.Conventions in tne Nortli to take into
consideration the institution of slavery in the
South, and the most effectual means of overthrowingit, have become so common, as to be matters
of course, without censure or condemnation; but
when a portion of the people of the South, driven
by a long course of persecution and insult, assembletogether to counsel for the defence of their
dearest interests and honor, they are denounced
even in the South; and every effort is made to
cover their convention with confusion and failure.
Gentlemen, the Nashville Convention did meet.
it counselled.it united. The breath of the people
which gave it life.gave it also strength and unanimity.Its effect was in nothing more remarkable.than in the change of opinion and feeling it
apparently produced on the people of Nashville
and the Tennessee Delegation. Instead of coldnessand alienation, we received the warmest hospitalityfrom the generous and noble people of
this beautiful city.and the Tennessee Delegation,
whilst ministering in every way totheaccommo'dadationof tlve Convention, acted with the utmost
forbearance and dignity, and finally gave to all
of our proceedings and measures their ununimous
support. The toast of Governor Brown, at a
dinner given by General Pillow and himself, to
the Delegates of the Convention, declaring, that
in five days the Tennessee Delegation were

brought into line, shows how previous mistrust
had been changed into confidence.
These were the results not of artifice, or a re
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frankness amongst Southern men, conferring face
to face upon the rights and wrongs of the South.
The proceedings of the Convention reflected the
spirit of its members. It wasnrepared to concede
any thing but principles. These it laid down,
with distinctness and firmness, exposing the constitutionalrights to which the South was entitled
.equality in the Union.equality in our territories.
But if the North refused us that equality (which
constitutes the bond of the Union itself) in our
territories, and insisted upon putting the Constitutionaside.then, for the sake of peace and the
Union, the Convention proposed that the South
should accept, as an "extreme concession," a partitionof our territories, on the Missouri Compromiselineo 36° 30', parallel of north latitude. Bythis line, the North would get three-fourths of
our territories; but as it had been twice before sanctionedby those who had gone before us, the honor
of the South was at least saved by the proposition.But the partition the Convention proposed, w as not
in the words of thcMissonri Compromise of 1829.
That compromise took place with respect to territory,over which slavery existed by the Louisiana
purchase. It merely prescribed, that North of
36° 30', slavery should be prohibited; but it said
nothing with respect to the admission of slavery
south of that line. It was not necessary to say
anything; because the whole territory was already
slave territory, and slavery could, of course, be
admitted wherever it was not prohibited. But the
fact is directly the contrary as to the territory wc
have lately acquired from Mexico. Whenacquired,
slavery a id not exist throughout this territory.The Convention, therefore, proposed, in the partitionbetween the North and the South on this
line, that there should be a distinct recognition of
the right of the two sections of the Union, to enterand colonize the portions assigned to each.
The admission of slavery should be ns distinct

on one side of the line, as its exclusion on the
other. Not only our equality and honor requited
this policy, but the peaceful enjoyment of the por-tion assigned to the South, render it necessary.
Truly or falsely, it had been boldly asserted by
some of the oldest jurists and statesmen of the
country, that the people of the South were excludedby the laws of Mexico from entering any
portion of these Territories with their slaves. It
was not proper, when setting aside the Constitu-
tion to effect an arrangement, to leave any doubt'
as to its effect, on either side of the line proposed.Nor would the words vised in carrying out thin
line through Texas, in the resolutions of annexation,suit the emergency, These resolutions contemplatedthe admission of States. They do not

apply to a country in a Territorial condition. New
words, therefore, suiting the emergency and the
condition in which our Territories are placed,
would be necessary to carry out the terms of partitionproposed by the Convention. Whilst thus
laying down the "extreme concession" which the
South should make with respect to our Territories
.the Convention repudiated, and condemned, the
measures pending in the Senate of the United
Slates called "the Compromise." It condemned
them, not only because in tjftrt they surrendered
every thing to the North.but because Southern
men supported the surrender. The^outh struck
down by the arms of her own sons, would find it <
more difficult to rise from the blow. Putting aside
all other methods of adjustment, the Convention
presented to the North the fair and simple alter- t

native.Equality in our Territories underthe Con- i
(titution, or a partition of them, beside it. i

Fellow-citizens ! It is a matter of the greatest 1
importance to us to consider, whether either of the i
alternatives proposed by the Nashville Conven- t
tion will be adopted by Congress. Will an equal- c
ity in our Territories be conceded, and if not, will t
the North divide with us our Territories on the r
line proposed? If either of these alternatives shall p
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be (tuforttd by ih* leguiaUun of Congress, all
daliger to the Union from the question of slaveryia our Territories will ha over; although the subjectof slavery itself would still continue in other
forms to lie agitated in Congress, and in the
Northern States. The Convention was unanimousio presenting tlu-ae alternatives; but I cannotsuppose that a great deal of our unanimity
sprung from the belief that the North would
yield us one or the other of them; and would not
persist in the unjust and insulting pretension of
seizing all of our Territories for themselves. It
was understood that the most distinguished statesmanof Pennsylvania.one whose patriotic counselshave ever been in favor of the Union and the
constitutional guarantees on which it rests, had
expressed himself in favor of tlie Missouri fjoinpromiseline of 36.30, extending to the pacific
Ocean, aa a method of adjustment winch the
South ahould demand and the North ahould yield.If Pennsylvania could be brought to aid the just
demands of the South, the controversy could be
brought to a speedy and peaceful end. Such
views, I doubt not, influenced the Convention in
coming to their unanimous conclusions. Batif heyshall not be realized, the unanimity of the Conventionmay by no means be u guarantee of unanimityon ulterior measures. We at least should
not be deceived, and thus be weakened by false
expectations. Truth is strength and wisdom..
Let us therefore boldly look consequences in the
face, and bring our determinations up to the most
probable results.
And first.will the Senate's Compromise becomea law ? Certain!v not, I think, in the presentstate of things. When the true nature of the

measures it proposes, comes to be fhirly understoodby the people of the South, its adherents in
Washington from the South must relax or give upthe sup|iort they have heretofore extended to it.
But should it pass the Senate, it cannot, I am satisfied,pass the House of Representatives. There
the anti-slavery bigotry of the North most predominates.It will take nothing equivocal, even
in uppearance, but demands the Wilmot Proviso
in Territorial Bilfs.or the Wilmot Proviso in the
Constitution of States to be presently formed out
of our territories. Vet if these fail, there is some
ground to fear, that alarmed at the attitude of the
i3oui.il, or convinced inai tne Senate'* Compromisesufficiently subserves their interests.the North
may make a rush in its favor, and pass it into a
law. At present, however, they more strongly
oppose it than the South. But will a partition of
our territories on the line proposed by the NashvilleConvention, be ndopted by Congress? This
measure in mv opinion is more desperate of successthan the senate's Compromise. The North,1 am satisfied, will never permit the South to
occupy anv portion of our territory lying 0,1 thePacific, sutfccient to make a State, with a Southern
border, open to future extension. This would
endanger their whole policy of mastering the Confederacyand colonizing the South, by multiplyingfree States, and admitting no more slave States
into the Union. Lastly, will the South be admittedto an equality in our territories, includingCalifornia, by territorial laws passed by Congress.To hope for such legislation is to hope againsthope. If then all these expedients of adjustmentfail in Congress,.where are we? We are in the
beginning of a revolution.

1 know that it may be said, that the North will
recede before extremities are reached. But when
in these latter duys, has the North receded from
any policy which her interests or her prejudiceshave demanded ; und when, in any age, has fanaticismcalculated consequences? The very highand honorable prerogative of yielding under the
pressure of circumstances, belongs, I believe exclusivelyto the South! Will the South now giveback and fall on an issue which involves not merelyher liberty and honor, but existence itself, orwill she fearlessly and firmly stand erect, and
move on in vindication of her righ's? Will not
those he disappointed who expect her, to come
forward ignoininiously, with another " extreme
concession ".or to give up all, at the bidding of
political aspirants for power and place, in the
drunken saturnalia of another presidential election?From my retired position, I may be mistakenin the true aspect of things ; but not such
is my reading of the political heavens. I think
the air feels not and neavy, and no rays of the
setting sun guilds the blackness of the horizon 1
think I see in the stupidity, ignorance, and insolenceof the North, the exact counterpart of Britishstatesmen in our Revolution, who would heed
nothing, and learn nothing until the thunders of
revolution burst upon their heads, and broke the
scepter in their hands over the fairest empire God
ever gave to the dominion of any people. I think
I see in the South.the weakening of the bonds of
party.the weakening spirit of liberty.the gatheringresolve to be equal in the Union, or independentwithout it, whilst the long endurance of
indignity and wrong, like suppressed fire, gives
deeper intensity to their determinations. There is
often a moral, as strong as n physical necessity,which controls the affairs of men. One step leads
to another by inevitable consequence. To begin,is to go on ; and to go on, is to go on to the end.
It has been so in all revolutions ; and events,which at the time they occurred, appeared to be
of little moment, have been fountains of bitter
waters, or of healing to the nations. When ChristopherGadsden, in our revolution, first denounced
from the steps of the Exchange, the tyrannyof England, and advocated resistence, u spirit
was abroad which nothing but redress or revolutionwould satisfy. And so I believe it must be
under the contingencies I have supposed in the
South. She will have redress or disunion ; and
the Nashville Convention will be one of those
great events which will marl: the beginning of
mighty changes!
My friends! all changes in governments are

serious things. Nothing will justify a free peoplein ehnnging their government, but a conviction
that it does not fulfil the purposes for which it
was crented. We must all take a part in the importanttransactions now going on amongst us,
for good or for evil, under the weighty responsibilityall republican governments imposes on
their citizens. 1 invite you to a calm and serious
consideration of your condition in the Union, in
order that you may properly do your part, in the
grand drama of its dissolution, which it appears
to me, must take place at no very distant day.The great object of free government is liberty.The great test of liberty in modern times is to be
free in the imposition of taxes, and the expenditureof taxes. To these tests there is another,peculiar to a country, where the institution of slaveryprevails.personrtl protection and securityfrom the dangers necessarily involved in this institution,I propose to take up each of these pointsseparately, that you may judge how far you are

practically free and protected under the governmentof the United States, as now administered,
And first, are you free in the imposition of the

tnxes you now pay to the General Government?
There are 110 people in the world who ought so

thoroughly to understand or so highly appreciatethe great principles offreedom involved in taxation,
as the people of the United States. Its vindication
was the one great cause of our revolution. Our
fathers boldly asserted that for a people to be free
in the imposition and payment of taxes, theymust lay them through their representatives. If,
they were laid by any other authority than their
own, they were political slaves. Hence, when
they were called upon by the government of Great
Britain, to pay taxes laid on them by the repre-sentatives of tne people in England in Parliament,
they refused to pay them. Nor could they see
any difference in the principle between no representationand a representation inadequate to protectthem in the laying of the taxes. Great BritainolTered them a representation in the British
Parliament, but as that representation would be n

minority, it could not control the legislation of
Parliament; and consequaatly, the taxes laid on
them by Parliament would still be practically
U..WO ii*'*. Htm vy mcir rc[irt»ciiMiuve». i neywould still be ruled by others, and would not rule
themselves in the taxes imposed. They would
therefore not be free; and ather than submit to
the political slavery, the payment of such taxes
established over them, they drew the sword of
Revolution.
Now in what respect do the taxes you now payto the general Government, differ in principle fromthose our fathers resisted? Did your representativeslay them? and if it was in their power or

yours, to repeal them, would they remain a day
on the Sintute Book ? The tariff act of 184b is
but a modification of the tariff of 1840, passed in
Congress against the vote of everv representativefrom South Carolina. It contains from beginningto end discriminations in the taxes imposed, to
benefit Northern manufactures and productions;snd differs therefore in this principle in no respectwhatever from the tariff of 1840. It is ten per
'ent. higher in its exactions than the tariffof Great
Britian, or the tariff of 1833, coerced by South
Carolina. Such a tariff, it was and it is the unaniiioiisopinion of your representatives in Congress,
s unconstitutional; ann you are nearly unaniuouslyof tire same opinion. Here then are taxes
aid upon you, by the representatives of other
Rates, not only against your will, but without any
varrant in the Constitution. Are you any better
iff, than your fathers would have been, had they>een represented in Parliament, and the British
epresentatives to further British interests, had
asset! the taxes imposed upon them ? Are you free

I " »r ;
ui th« payment of such trace i Do you rule you
selves in these exactions ? And when you come t
analyse the purposes f >r which these high taxes at
laid, iliey are infinitely worse than the taxes oij
fathers refused to pay. They refuseid to pay then^
although they were laid in port to discharge tl *

national debt incurred, to defend them in the wt [of 1776. But what interest has the Southern in*!
or Southern planter in the duties laid by the uct i

1846 to benefit the Northern people in the
pursuits of industry ? So far as the law accon
plislies its object, and the consumption of Nort\
ern productions is forced on the Southern cento
mer, by excluding the foreign commodity, it
just so much money taken from him, and given I
the Northern producer. It is naked robbery. jlis red republicanism, on a far more flagitious sea,"than is demanded in France. There, all that

,;.~.i ~r . . ai
,cviu..v« vi viufcniiiiwii, laureau, or empioyinei?to labor which will give bread. Poverty and stai
ration afford some ambiance of right, for extor"
ing a support through Government froni the ppj
perty or others. But here, it is not bread tl^people of the North require to be wrung out of i|
by the tuxes of the General Goverraent, they in
pose, but wealth, and power, and dominion. W
are their colonies, in a more obsoluteand oppressi'
sense, than the colonies of England are to tl
mother country. For whatever may be the prhibitions on the trade of the colonies, imposed t .

Englaud, she,' in fact, furnishes to her colonic
the cheapest manufactured commodities in tl
world, whilst she is the best consumer of all the (
productions. The prohibitions, therefore, c jtheir trade, are almost entirely nominal. Thecal
is widely different between the Southern ar'NorthernStates. The Northern people do n
and cannot consume the productions of the Sout!'
whilst they compel us, by the tariff of the Gene
al Government, to consume theirs. Our natur
trade is thus interrupted or broken up, to the in,
mense loss of the South. Are you free und<
such a system of taxation ? Do you enjoy thai
liberty in taxation, which your fathers bequeathe
to you in the Constitution, and to obtain, whir
they toiled through the seven years'war of otfjRevolution ?

But let us turn to the next great test of libertyin taxation.the expenditure of the taxes. A
the taxes should be laid by the tax-puyer f<
his bench', so they should be expended byhUfor his benefit. So far as the civil list, and tl
army and navy of the United States are concert!:
ed, the taxes may be said to be expended in coi*':
formity to our rights, although they all go in the$expenditure to swell the prosperity of the Nortl
But there is branch of expenditure, as unjust f jits operations as it is unconstitutional, which, a)
ter a long struggle, repeutedly arrested by tH. \veto of the Executive, may now be considered

1>art of the settled policy of the Governmcnt-j
mean appropriation for Internal ImprovementsT^e free Suites, in the North and West, have i

length combined to carry out this policy; at:
having a decided majority, in both branches
Congress, in its favor they will allow no one t
be elected President of the United States wl
will hereafter arrest it. The present Execilive is committed to support it, and will doubtle:
sanction all bills presented to him for its enforc
meat. The chief object of the North in suppoijing this policy is to empty the Treasury, and tin
occasion high taxation for the benefit of the
manufactures. So notorious is this, that a di
tinguished member of Congress from the Nortl
afterwards a Cabinet minister, declared, that if H
fcould find no better means of exhausting tl
Treasury, he would vote'to empty it into the Pott
mac river. The object of the West in this policC
is to have the means of improving a new countr
where capital is scarce. Tne result of the comb
nation is seen in the appropriations already madOf the $15,000,000 which have been taken fro
the Treasury of the United States, for Intern
Improvements, $12,500,000 have gone to the fr<
States and $2,500,000 to the slave States.tin
making a clear gain of $10,000,000 by the forme
Your Representatives in Congress, believing th.
Congress has no constitutional right to make an
such appropriations, have steadily voted againthem. Are you then free in the expenditures »

the taxes you have paid into the Treasury, in tl
appropriations for Internal Improvements?But I hasten to the last test of liberty in a com
try where the institution of slavery prevails.tlprotection and security the Government afford
Is the Government of the United States a sour*;of confidence and security in the maintenance
this institution, or is, it, on the contrary, a cam
of anxiety and fear? For a people to fear the
Government, is a proof of political slavery,is inconceivable that a free people, free to mal
and free to change their Government, should hai
any other feeling towards it, than those of aire
tion and confidence. If they rule themselve
they must fear themselves, to fear their Gover
meat. Only those who are ruled need fear thfl|rulers. And yet I appeal to every one of ytthis night.have you no fear of the Governine
of the United States, in its present and futu
bearings on the institution of slavery? Loc
abroad throughout the world, and from what Go j
ernment and what people do you apprehend inte
vention which must endanger this institutio:
loouing 10 us overthrow t You must answer.tl
Government of the United States and the peopof our Northern States. Instead of contrioulii
to your peace and security.they are tiie graiagitators.the only agitators, who restlessly ai
pertinaciously assail the institution of slaver;and do nil they can do, and dare do, to wenki
and abolish it in the South. Are you free, and (
you rule yourselves, by the Government of tl
United States, in securing to yourselves, protetion and pence, with respect to the institution
slavery? Was it ever intended by your fathersisit your will, that slavery should be, hs it h:
been for years past, the one great subject of aptation in Congress? Do you pass those resohtions which are annually, on one pretext or a;
other, sent to you from the Northern States,which you are denounced on account of this i;stitution, and your right to hold your slaves
questioned or denied ? Is it of your choice, th.
you stand in a position where you cannot evt ydefend yourselves, without instigating servile ii
surrections. Have you set up uiat most odiosof all tyrannies in your midst, which enters iriithe domestic circle, and sows suspicion and di
content amongst those who dwell under the san
roof? Have you wrested from yourselves, coi
trary to<he express mandates of the Constitutioi
the reception of your fugitive slaves in the fr<States? Has it been by your assent that b
threats of emancipation in our territories, and
refusal to pass proper territorial laws, you hat
been excluded from our territories; ana the se Jtied purpose has been announced, that by oneetl
pedient or another, you shall not occupy or po. j
sess one foot of that magnificent domain you nat
lately won from Mexico? Is it your voice wliic !
declares, that slavery shall be abolished in tl^EDistrict of Columbia, and that no more slat 1StfltPH alinll ItO nrltlarl * U ~ TT~: LM ' ^

kj tuc union, wnnsi irtSlates shall be multiplied indefinitely? In athese unconstitutional pretensions and aggre:sions, you do not rule yourselves. You are rule
by the North, in defiance of your will and tl:
Constitution, through the Government of tlUnited States, and with the Government of thUnited States to enforce these unconstitutioni
pretensions and aggressions. You cannot, ando not, protect yourselves; nor can you keep of
in Congress or out of Congress, the dangeroiagitation of the subject of slavery. 1 put tl
question to you.are you a free people, under tl
practical operation of such a Government, in tl
protection and security it affords to your domest
institutions?

If such, then, be the true character of the Gc
verninent of the United States, with respect to tlinstitution of slavery, and the taxes it impostand expends, the question occurs.what sort <
government does it practically establish over th
South ! Is it thatfree government and that Unio
the Constitution was designed to establish
These are all we require. For them we are prtDared to liv<» «nH in i«»̂-.
would fulfil the faith to which our fathers pledge »

us, as I would my baptismal vows. But tlie Cotjstitution has been put aside, and the Union peiverted fVom the purposes for which it was createc
and in their stead, a pragmntical, avaricious, amfanatical despotism has been erected over ths
South. To endure it permanently, is to give u
all pretensions to liberty and equality in the cor!
federacy, and to sink down to the position of d<
graded nnd ruined colonies. Is there any reasor
able hope that the Government may be reformec
and brought back to the limited free Governmer
of the Constitution ?
My friends, I have been fifteen years a Reprtsentative of the people, twelve years a member <

Congress; and curing this time, I have watchewith all the intelligence I possess, the operationof the Governt ent of the United States. I ws
no disuuionisl in 1828 and 1833, I desired to r<form the Government, then taking in the impostion of the taxes, a departure from the Constiti t
tion, which would inevitably lead, as I thoughand then declared, to a similar departure on th
subject of slavery. I was as sincerely desirou
of saving the Union, by enforeing the Constitv
tion, in the strong measures South.Carolina prefosed, as any of those who resisted them. I
837,4 went to Washington as a member of Cot

gress, and after witnessing the operation of tb


